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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on an 
application filed in Republic of Korea on January 15 th 2004 on. It is noted, however, that 
applicant has not filed a certified copy of the Korean application as required by 35 
U.S.C. 119(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such 
omission amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See 
MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: the relationship 
between the OA and the CCP and the MMCA and the CCP. For example, if the CCP 
sends the connection setup request and the traffic release setup request, why does the 
ASB proceed do path setup and path release of the OA and the MMCA? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
applicant's admitted prior art figure 1 further in view of Gupta et al. (US Patent 6920141 
B1). 

In regards to claim 1 , prior art figure 1 of the present application shows the 
structural elements of claim 1 . Figure 1 is inclusive of a BTS 50 (A CDMS 1x system 
comprising a BTS), OA 52 (BTS further comprising an Operations Application (OA)), a 
HTSB (a High-speed Transfer and Selector Block), an ASB 20 (an ATM Switch Block 
(ASB)), ATB 30 (an ATM Traffic Block (ATB)) and a MCCA 51 (a Multi-rate Channel 
Card Assembly (MMCA)). Furthermore, since a BTS is present, a BCS coupled to a 
CCP 10 must be present also. 

In further regards to claim 1 , prior art figure 1 , fails to in particular teach, the call 
setup procedure where, the ASB receives a request for traffic connection setup from the 
CCP, the ASB connecting a path of the OA and a path of the MMCA individually and 
independently and the ASB's reporting completion of traffic setup to the CCP. 

Gupta however, reads on the above-mentioned limitations in figure 13 where, 
where a node request VCB setup with a control packet to the local node control point 
(the ASB receiving a request for traffic connection setup from the CCP) (see step 1300). 
The Local node control point requests allocation of VCB to next node along path to 
destination specifying the ports and VC's desired with LOS (the ASB's connecting a 
path of the OA and a path of the MMCA individually and independently) (see step 
1320). When ACKs are received from each next node and the ACk is sent to the 
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requestor node (the ASBs reporting completion of traffic setup to the CCP) (see step 
1330). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
incorporate and execute the call/connection setup procedure from Gupta using the 
architecture of the prior art figure 1 of the present application. The motivation to do so 
would be to implement a fast connect service using ATM based virtual circuits in a 
cellular network. 

In regards to claim 2, prior art figure 1 of the present application shows the 
structural elements of claim 2. Figure 1 is inclusive of a BTS 50 (A CDMS 1x system 
comprising a BTS), OA 52 (BTS further comprising an Operations Application (OA)), a 
HTSB (a High-speed Transfer and Selector Block), an ASB 20 (an ATM Switch Block 
(ASB)), ATB 30 (an ATM Traffic Block (ATB)) and a MCCA 51 (a Multi-rate Channel 
Card Assembly (MMCA)). Furthermore, since a BTS is present, a BCS coupled to a 
CCP 10 must be present also. 

In further regards to claim 2, prior art figure 1 , fails to in particular teach, the call 
setup procedure where, the ASB receives a request for traffic connection setup from the 
CCP, the ASB connecting a path of the OA and a path of the MMCA individually and 
independently and the ASB's reporting completion of traffic setup to the CCP. 

Gupta however, reads on the above-mentioned limitations in figure 15. The 
controller receives VCB breakdown requests (the ASB receiving a request for traffic 
release setup from the CCP) (see step 1500). The controller consults table for entries 
using alias of VCB being broken down and marks the path for deletion (step 1510) (the 
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ASB's releasing a path of the OA and a path of the MMCA individually and 
independently). The connection breakdown requests are sent to the next node (see 
step 1520) and when ACK of breakdown request is received, table entries are actually 
deleted (thus originating node made aware of connection breakdown) (see step 1530). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
incorporate and execute the call/connection setup/ breakdown procedure from Gupta 
using the architecture of the prior art figure 1 of the present application. The motivation 
to do so would be to implement a fast connect/disconnect service using ATM based 
virtual circuits in a cellular network. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAY P. PATEL whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3086. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs.: 8:00 a.m.- 6:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Ryman can be reached on (571)272-3152. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/J. P. P.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2419 
/DANG T TON/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 241 9/D. T. 1.1 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2419 



